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Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed on 9/10/07 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

Applicant argues that Perrin fails to disclose "replacing an existing character with 
a specific code character having information coded therein about the illegal character." 
Examiner is not persuaded. 

Firstly, "an existing character" has never been mentioned in the claims. It is 
unclear whether it refers to illegal character or not. 

Secondly, as mentioned by applicant, Perrin teaches replacing invalid Win32 
characters with valid Win32 characters in a requested file name. For better 
understanding, Examiner shows the following example, in the filename "PaperV, "\" is an 
invalid character for filenames because it is a functional operator. As taught by Perrin, 
his invention can replace invalid characters with valid characters (e.g. 1 , A, etc). Then 
the filename could be changed to "Paperl". As seen, either invalid character "\" or 
valid character "1" itself represents the sixth character of the filename which its location 
is the sixth position within the filename. Not the fifth one or seventh. The claimed 
"information coded" is interpreted as "character location" in the filename which is shown 
in the previous office action. All information are coded, since all characters are binary 
coded in computers. 

With regards to "information about position" of Claim 2 and "a predefined 
location" of Claim 8, they are both referred to the "position" or "location" in the filename. 
The interpretation has been explained in the previous paragraph. 
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With regards to the newly added limitation in claims 19 and 20, "its replacement 
character is an n-bit coded character having a position field", "its replacement character 
is an n-bit coded character having an identifier field" are an inherent feature in Perrin, or 
in the other prior arts because all data and characters must be represented in bits within 
the computer. The attached non-patent literature is selected from Computer Dictionary. 
Win32 is a 32 bit machine. ASCII is a 7-bit character set. The "position field" and 
"identifier field" are inherent feature either since the characters are located or mapped in 
the table, each of them has its own field in the table. See attached Appendix A. 

In Claims 19, 20, "..with one group..", "with a further group.." are vague because 
they are not disclosed in the specification. It is not understood what group and further 
group are referred. 

Rejections in view of Underwood and Butterfield are now withdrawn. 
Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C. 112 

The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

Claims 19 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which 
was not described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to 
which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the 
invention. 
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In Claim 19, "with one group..", "another group.." are not disclosed in the 
specification to enable one skilled in the art to make and/or use the invention. 

In Claim 20, "with a further group..", "identity..", "set of standard characters" are 
not disclosed in the specification to enable one skilled in the art to make and/or use the 
invention. 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 19, 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

In Claims 19 and 20, "n-bits" is vague because "n" is not specified. It could be 7 
bits, 8 bits, 32 bits, etc. 

Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C. 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1, 2, 4, 6, 8, 10, 15, 16, 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Perrin et al. (2004/0088153). 
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Regarding Claim 1, Perrin et al. discloses a mobile device (wireless network. For 
instance, laptop PC) (See paragraphs 0024, 0040, fig. 2) comprising including an 
operating system having a file system with one or more modules (fig. 2) configured for 
detecting (inherent feature. The illegal or invalid characters must be detected first before 
being replaced) a filename with an illegal character, wherein the file system comprises 
an encoder module for encoding the filename by replacing the illegal character with a 
specific code character ("by replacing invalid Win32 characters with valid Win32 
characters", paragraph 0045) having information coded therein about the illegal 
character itself such as the character location in the filename and the information for 
converting back into original format (paragraphs 0004, 0045). 

Regarding Claim 2, Perrin discloses that the specific code character inherently 
includes information about the position of the illegal character in the filename because 
the specific code character for replacement of the illegal character will be at the same 
location of the illegal character (Also see paragraphs 0045, 0051 ). 

Regarding Claim 4, Perrin inherently discloses that the illegal characters ("invalid 
characters") form part of a specific list (constituted by functional operator such as "?", 
"+", "/", etc.) 

. Regarding Claim 6, Perrin inherently discloses that the specific code character 
includes information to identify the specific code character ("valid character", pp 0045) 
from other characters ("invalid character"). 
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Regarding Claim 8, Perrin discloses that the specific code character is inherently 
placed in a predefined location in the filename because its location will be the location of 
illegal character (Also see the Response to Arguments above). 

Regarding Claim 10, Perrin discloses that the file system further comprises a 
decoder module (emulation library) for decoding an encoded filename by replacing the 
specific code character with the illegal character ("by replacing invalid Win32 characters 
with valid Win32 characters", paragraph 0045), whereby the filename is decoded back 
to the original format, ("convert the file name back to the original file name)" See 
paragraph 0045). 

Regarding Claim 15, Perrin discloses an encoder forming part of a file system of 
an operating system in a mobile terminal (wireless network. For instance, laptop PC) 
(See paragraphs 0024, 0040, fig. 2), one or more modules (fig. 2) to encode the 
filename having illegal character ("invalid Win32 character", pp 0045) by replacing ("by 
replacing invalid Win32 characters with valid Win32 characters", paragraph 0045) the 
illegal character ("invalid character") with a specific code character having information 
(character location in the filename) coded therein about the illegal character ("invalid 
character") itself such as the character location in the filename and the information for 
converting back into original format ("convert the file name back to the original file 
name)" See paragraphs 0004, 0045, and discussion above). 

Regarding Claim 16, Perrin discloses a decoder forming part of a file system of 
an operating system in a mobile terminal (wireless network. For instance, laptop PC) 
(See paragraphs 0024, 0040, fig. 2), one or more modules (emulation library) 
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configured for decoding an encoded filename that was encoded by an encoder module 
by replaced an illegal character ("invalid character") in a filename with a specific code 
character ("valid character") having information (character location in the filename) 
coded therein about the illegal character itself, by replacing the specific code character 
with the illegal character ("by replacing invalid Win32 characters with valid Win32 
characters", paragraph 0045), whereby the filename is decoded back to the original 
format, ("convert the file name back to the original file name". See paragraphs 0004, 
0045, and discussion above). 

Regarding Claim 17, Perrin discloses a method comprising detecting a filename 
with an illegal character (inherent feature. The illegal or invalid characters must be 
detected first before being replaced) in a file system of an operating system in a mobile 
terminal (wireless network. For instance, laptop PC) (See paragraphs 0024, 0040, fig. 
2), encoding a filename having an illegal character by replacing the illegal character ("by 
replacing invalid Win32 characters with valid Win32 characters", paragraph 0045), with 
a specific code character having information (character location in the filename) coded 
therein about the illegal character itself such as the character location in the filename so 
as to form an encoded filename (filename comprised of valid characters) (paragraphs 
0004, 0045, and discussion above). 

Regarding Claim 18, Perrin discloses an apparatus comprising a means for 
detecting a filename (inherent feature. The illegal or invalid characters must be detected 
first before being replaced) with an illegal character in a file system of an operating 
system in a mobile terminal (wireless network. For instance, laptop PC) (See 
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paragraphs 0024, 0040, fig. 2), and a means for encoding the filename by replacing the 
illegal character ("by replacing invalid Win32 characters with valid Win32 characters", 
paragraph 0045) with a specific code character having information (character location in 
the filename) coded therein about the illegal character itself (See paragraphs 0004, 
0045, and discussion above). 

Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C. 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as 
set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be 
patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious 
at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said 
subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention 
was made. 

Claims 3, 5, 7, 13, 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Perrin et al. (2004/0088153) in view of Mapping of Unicode Characters, Free 
Online Unicode Character Map and/or FileFormat.info. All of them are general 
knowledge accessible online. 

Regarding Claims 3, 5, 7, 13, 14, as discussed above, Perrin essentially 
discloses the claimed invention but does not disclose the number of bits (4 bits, 8 bits, 
16 bits, etc) of the Unicode character. However, it is well known to a skilled in the art 
that all characters in data are characterized in bits and Unicode. (See Col. 8, lines 50-67 
and Mapping of Unicode Characters, Free Online Unicode Character Map), it would 
have obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art that Perrin would also define the 
characters of the filenames in bits which depends what characters they are. 
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Claims 19, 20, as best understood, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Perrin et al. (2004/0088153) in view of Microsoft Press Computer 
Dictionary. 

Regarding Claims 19 and 20, Perrin discloses that the specific code character is 
an n-bit coded character since his invention is a 32 bit machine but does not explicitly 
disclose a position field or identifier field with one group of the n-bits. However, 
Microsoft Press Computer Dictionary teaches the ASCII is used in most PC systems 
and is 7-bit coded. Appendix A-ASCII character Set indicates a position or identifier 
field of each character in the table. It would have been known to a skilled in the art that 
Perrin is within the group of most PC systems that uses at least 7-bit coded character in 
the position or identifier fields. 

Claims 9, 1 1, 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Perrin et al. (2004/0088153). 

Regarding Claim 9, as discussed above, Perrin essentially discloses the claimed 
invention but does not explicitly disclose the location (end of a main portion) of the 
filename before a commonly used extension. However, it would have been obvious to 
one skill in the art that such location (e.g. the front, middle or end of main portion) of the 
filename merely depends on where the invalid or illegal character locates. So, if the 
illegal character locates in the end, then that location will be taken as a placement for 
the specific code character. Therefore, Perrin can have the specific code character 
placed at the end of the main portion of the filename. 



Application/Control Number: 10/765,723 Page 10 

Art Unit: 2163 

Regarding Claim 1 1 , Perrin discloses that the file system receives filenames from 
a source and stores filenames without corrupting them (paragraphs, 0004, 0051) but 
Perrin does not explicitly teach that it is external. However, having an external storage 
means for storing filenames is well known and commonly used. It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to provide an external storage means for 
storing additional filenames in order to provide more filenames and portability of the 
source. 

Regarding Claim 12, any storage means including Perrin that converts invalid 
filenames into valid filenames is inherently a mass storage means since it holds lots of 
data. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
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the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Correspondence 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Examiner Wilson Lee whose telephone number is (571) 
272-1824. 

Papers related to the application may be submitted by facsimile transmission. 
Any transmission not to be considered an official response must be clearly marked 
"DRAFT". The official fax number is (571 ) 273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.aov . Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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